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GHARAGTERTSTIGS OF THO: SHARP—NOSED AIRFOILS A B
T EAVING BEDUCED SPINNING TENDENGIES f

By Bastman ¥. Jagobs
© SUMMARY

According to Mr. L. D. Bell, of the Consolidated Air-
craft Corporation, certain undesirable spinning character-
istics of & commercial airplaie were eliminated by the ad-
dition of & filler to the forward part of the wing to give
it a sharp leading edge. To ascertain what aerodynamic ef-
fects reaplt from such g change of section, two ‘airfoils
having sharp leading edges'were tested in the varlable—' ’
density wind tunnel.  Both sections were derived by modifyu
ing the Gbitt. 398. The tegts, which were made at a 1arge'
value of .the .Reynolds Number, were carried to very 1arge
angles of attack to provide data for application to flight
at angles of attack well beyond the stall. ’ .

) The characteristics of the sharp—nosed airfoils are
comp&red with those of the normal Gott. 398 airfoil. Both
of the sharp-nosed airfoils, which differ in the angle be~
tween the upper and lower surfaces at the leading edge,
have about the same characteristics. As compared with the
normal airfoil, the maximum 1ift .is reduced by approximate-
ly 26 per cent, but the objectionable rapidly decreasing
1ift with angle of attack beyond the stall is eliminated;
the profile drag of the section 1is slightly reduced in the
range .0of the 1ift coefficient between 0.2 and 0.85, but at
higher and lower 1ift coefficients the drag is increased.

- INTRODUCTION.

"According to Mr. L. D. Bell of the Consolidated Air-
craft Corporation, certain undeslrable spinning character-
istics of & commercial plane were eliminated by the ad-
dition of a filler to the forward part of the wing to give
it a.sharp leadirg edge, the.-modification having been first
suggested to him. by the effects of a destit of ice. Ac-~.
cordingly, Lt. Gomdr. Diehl, “through ‘the Bureau of Aero-
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nautics, Navy Department, requested the National Advisory
Committee for Aeronsutics tbo investigate,: by tests in the
variable~density wind tunnel the characteristics of two
such modiflqatlons of -the Gott. -398 airfoil. The tests

were made in Wgvember, 19Bl.' The results are presented

in this note together with the results of a test of the

normal GOtt. 398 airfodl for comparigon. - N

Attention is also called to another investigation of
the effects of nose shape, the results of which have re-
cently been published (reference 3), consisting of tests
in the variable-~density wind 'tunnel of nine symmetrical
airfoils having different leading edge radii.

Modela %//?_O _ .

The section Ghtt. 398-4 was derived from the GBtt. 398
section by fairing. new upper and .lower surface curves fron
a point 1-per-cent of .the-chord forward of the origingl
‘leading edge  into the original surface curves. The Gott
398~B was - similarily derived except that the leading-edge
point was taken 2 per cent of the chord forward of the
original ‘leading edge.  The- resultlng noge forms are shown
in Pigure 1 after the.sections -have been scaled back to the
same chord. The profile forms and tables of ordinates are
also given -in Figures 3 and.4. The models that were built
for the tests.-were the usuval. b by 30 inch duralumin air-
foile made 4s described in reference 1. ' :

L S
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The airfoils were tested in the usual manner as de-
scribed in. reference 1 except that thé angle of attack
range was extended to 80° in order to investigate the
characteristics of the airfoils beyond the stall. The
tests were made at a Reynolds Number of approximately
3,000,000, which is roughly the value reached in flight by
the usual alrplane flying near its minimum speed.

- Results and biecudeidn é;ﬂ?ﬁ‘D‘
: The results are presented in the standard graphical .
form by means -0f twe plots for each airfoil. (see figs. 2
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to 7.) 'Tn the first plot the 1ift coeffidient Oy, drag
coefficient Cp, the L/D ratio, and the center of pressure
are plotted against angle of attack g. These results have
been corrected.for the effects of the tunnel walls by.the
method described in reference 2 so that they represent the
chargcteristics of rectangular wings of aspeé¢t ratio 8...:
The second, the infinite-aspect-ratio plot, pPresents the
results reduced by the method described in reference 2 to
infinite aspect ratlo. The profile-drag coefficient Cp,,
the angle of attack for infinite aspect ratio-ogy, and the
coefficient of moment about a point cone-~quarter of the
chord behind the leading .edge G é are plotted against
the 1ift coefficient as the indepe 3ent variadble,

- Effects -¢ff the nose modification,. -+ Referring to Fig-
ure 8, it may be:seen that the modifications have little-
effect on the slope of the 1lift -curve .or on the 1ift in ‘the
gngle~ofmattack range corresponding-to low profile-drag co-
efficiénts, "However, the 1ift curves :for the sharp-nosed
eirfoiles remain straight over a smaller range of angles of
attack, 'The maximum lift coefficient is‘redunced ‘by. approxi-

~-mately 26 per cent by either modificsztion, &nd the- rapid
loss of 1ift beyond . the maximum is elimlnated.

The ° effects of the modlflcatlons on - the profile—drag
~coefficient may be geen -from Figure 9, The effect of change
ing to either form of sharp nose is.%0 reduce the minimuom
profile~drag coefficient by approximstely 8 per cent, and
to cause the minimum profile drag to occur at a higher value
of the lift coefficient. "'The sed¢tion having the finest nose,
however, shows a particularly rapid increase of drag for
1if§ coefficients below that for minimum profile drag. If
a Gott. 398 wing were replaced by one .ef this type some
-loss of high speed might result; particularly if a larger
wing were used to compensate for ‘the lower maximum-1ift co-
efficient. It should :be noted that these results could have
- beén predicted in a general way from the earlier ‘investi-
.gation of the effects of rose shape reported in reference 3.

The effscts.-of the nose modlfications on the pltchlng—
monment characteristics may be studied by referring to the
c.p. -and moment curves in. Figures 2 to 7.0or to the. follow—
ing table: . .
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. Airfoil - .. Gbtt.398 GBt%.398-4 GBtt 398-B
Most forward c.p,‘(per.- . - ‘-,M" _
cent chord) - " .30 3l .. 31
CePs at 1/4 61 max (per - . ’ _
.cent chord) . _ - 46 . .55 . . B5
c.p. travel {(rer cent. : . S _
‘chord).chord . : - 16 24 . 7 24
Cp - - - . .. -0.083 . -0.087 . .-0.090
o : . N ' . - ' . -

‘Spinning tendencleg. —~ Curves of normal-force coef-
ficlient against angle of atteck have been used (reference
. 4) to indicate the spinning tendencles of a wing. Such
curves for the two sharp-nosed airfoils are compared with
the cerresponding curve for the Gbtt. 398 airfoil in Fig-
ure 10. It is evident from .these that, as compared with,
the normal airfoil, the sharpwnosed-airfoils'have charac-
teristics that give the normal-force curves .2 smaller nega-
tive slope and a smaller total drop for angles of attack
bPeyond the first maximum, indicating a smaller degree of
instability in roll about the longitudinal gxis 1in.-the
plane of symmetry and a reduced - tendency to davelop 8 v.io-
lent or dangerous spin. B L Ca et

CONCLUSIOHS

Both sharp-nosed airfoils have about the same charac~
teristics., 4s compared with the normal airfoil, the maxi-
mum 1ift ig reduced by approximately 26 per cent, but the
objectionable rapidly decreasing 1lift wlith angle of attack
beyond ‘the ‘stall is eliminated; the profile drag is slight-
ly reduced in the range -of the 1lift coefficient between 0.2
and 0,85, but at higher and lower lift coefficients the
drag is increased. TFor practical purposes the Gbtt. 398-4,
"thHe section having the blunter angle at the nose, is proba—
-bly preferable to the GBtt, 398-B because the profile drag
increases less rapidly as the angle of attack departs from
that for minimum profile drag.

Langley Memorial Aeronautical Laboratory,
National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics,
Langley Pield, Vg., November 25, 1931,
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Dotted lines ipdicate method of deriving modified sections

U i
Gott.398~y

<&
- Gott. 398 B

~

Gott.398 A

|
‘ \]
|

o |-

10 15 20
Stations, per cent chord

Fig. 1 Nose forms for normal and sharp-nosed airfoils
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